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and larger sums than ever were wrung out of the unfortunate .
landowners. The way in which advantage was taken of that
clause of the statute which related to those who had hitherto
paid the 2o/. fine must have been peculiarly annoying. The
King had now power to refuse this fine, and to seize two-thirds
of the property. Instead of doing this, as had been intended,
for the benefit of the Exchequer, he retained the fine himself,
and granted to his favourites leave to extract bribes out of the
owners by holding over them the threat of putting the statute
in force.1 Of those who were not rich enough to pay the
fine, and whose lands were seized, a large number saw
their possessions pass into the hands of courtiers, who were
frequently Scotchmen. In the House of Commons, which
had again met, the strongest Protestants protested that they
would never have passed these clauses of the Act if they
had known that the Scots were to had have the benefit of
them.

But, whatever evil sprang from the stricter execution of the
confiscatory statutes, it was as nothing when compared with the
misery which resulted from the new oath. In vain
fhe tne Catholics offered to take another oath, which
oath.           would equally bind them to obedience, whilst it left

the claims of the Pope unmentioned.2 Such a compromise
was rejected with scorn. There were, indeed, many of the
Catholics, especially amongst the laity, who imitated the
Archpriest in taking the oath. There were even many
who, either terrified by the severity of the law, or dissatis-
fied with a Church which had counted Catesby and his associ-
ates among its members, deserted the religion which they
had hitherto professed ;3 but numbers of loyal subjects stood
firm in their refusal. The prisons were soon crowded with men
who were not to be induced to betray their consciences. Even

1 Notification from the Signet Office, 1606, in Tierney's Dodd. iv.
App. p. Ixxv. The date of Oct. 1605 there given must be wrong, as the
statute was not then in existence, and Lord Hay, who was one of the
recipients, had not received his peerage.

- Two forms are given in Tierney's Dodd* iv. App. p. cxc.

8 Edmondes to Salisbury, Sept. 7, 1^06, S. P. Flanders.
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